2
Rughobursing, thirty-five years old, was handed over to the executioner and put to death by guillotine.
2 His right of appeal had been denied. 3 Rughobursing's execution took place six years after he had been transported from the Bengal Presidency to Mauritius, the destination for some 1500 Indian convicts between 1815 and 1837. 4 During this period, the East India Company also shipped convicts to Penang, Singapore and Malacca.
5
The first Governor of Mauritius, R.T. Farquhar, took up the position after serving as Lieutenant-Governor of Penang, which had been a penal settlement since 1789. He was thus well versed in the utility of convict labour, and shortly after he arrived in
Mauritius he wrote to the Indian authorities requesting a supply. At the time, either government slaves or corvée slaves were employed on public works; slave owners being obliged to lend each of their slaves to government for four days per year. This labour
After 1828, new British settlements in
Arakan and the Tenasserim Provinces (Burma) received Indian convicts too. Earlier shipments to Bencoolen had ended in 1825, when the settlement was returned to Dutch control. Most convicts in the penal settlements were put to labour on public works projects. Some built and repaired roads and bridges, cleared land and quarried stone.
Others worked in agriculture, cultivating commercial products like silk, spices and tea. A significant minority were employed as overseers, clerks and cooks within the convict departments or hired out to private settlers. 7 continuing supply of convicts, the settlements had to assure the Indian presidencies that their penal concerns were being satisfied. It was not unknown for the presidencies to cut off the convict flow if they felt offenders were not being properly punished. In the mid1830s, for instance, the Madras Government suspended transportation to the Straits Settlements, because it believed that the sentences of hard labour passed on all transportation convicts from the presidency were not being carried out there. It only resumed transportation after Madras Presidency convicts in the Straits were transferred to the Tenasserim Provinces, to where new shipments were subsequently sent.
21
Penal settlements worked hard to convince the mainland authorities that the labour performed by convicts was both a punishment and a means of reform. As early as 1797, the East India Company had written of hard labour in the penal settlements as a means through which convicts could be restrained from 'habits of idleness and dissipation.' 22 By the time regulations were passed for the organisation of convicts in Mauritius in 1818, the amount of labour necessary to effect moral reformation had been calculated precisely, conveniently dovetailing with the nine to ten hour working day. The administrators of the penal settlements were faced with two main difficulties in this respect. First, a continuing supply of convicts could only be procured if they could convince the authorities in India that they had a penal agenda. However, from the first years of transportation, it was clear to the settlements that if the system was to operate successfully, practices of convict management had to be flexible. If the prospect 9 of limited freedoms was not held out to convicts -most of whom were transported for life -they would have little incentive to work efficiently and be more likely to abscond. Thus convicts were permitted freedoms that frequently surprised the Indian authorities.
Second, the employment of convicts on infrastructural projects invariably required their wide dispersal over large areas. This spatial dynamic meant that it was not unusual for working parties to be based some hours, if not days, away from convict headquarters.
This made uniform discipline, particularly in relation to social segregation, a practical impossibility.
Convicts in all the penal settlements struck up multiple relationships with local populations. Mauritian convicts traded with slaves, creoles and, after the abolition of slavery, apprentices (ex-slaves) and indentured labourers. They gambled, smoked and drank with them, married them and had children. give him the potatoes. He had not known the man's name, but now recognised him as Rughobursing. Loteeah refused, and so the man beat him up. When Kalooa intervened, he was also assaulted. As far as he was aware, no convicts held a grudge against Loteeah, and Rughobursing had not been provoked. When Rughobursing was questioned, he denied all knowledge of the incident. He claimed that he had seen Kalooa and Looteah that day on his way to market, and that they were so drunk that they had fallen over. They saw him, so he suspected that they might accuse him of something untoward.
36
When the case came to trial, Kalooa and Looteah repeated their story, and
Rughobursing again claimed that he knew nothing about their injuries. Unfortunately for him, Jean Marie Giotot and his slave Mercure, the potato sellers, had witnessed the assault and positively identified Rughobursing as the assailant. 37 He was found guilty, but because he was already under sentence of transportation the court was not empowered to punish him further. They sent him back to the discipline of his working party, their only penal option. 38 The Procureur Général, concerned that Rughobursing was escaping the full penalty of the law, referred the case to the Court of Appeal. It sentenced him to two years' imprisonment, and he was transferred to Port Louis jail.
39
Indian penal settlements promoted a system of convict management that employed both incentives and punishments. 13 leave convicts in Bencoolen were given land, seeds and livestock; and were allowed to pass the fruits of their labour -and their land allocation -on to their heirs.
46
There was also a catalogue of punishments for convicts who breached regulations.
They could be moved down the hierarchy of punishment, losing privileges; made to wear heavy irons, flogged, placed in the stocks, or put to harder labour. If they broke the law, 
49
A few years later Rughobursing was moved to the district of Savanne in the south of the island. It was here that the events for which he was sentenced to death took place.
In July 1834, Rughobursing brutally attacked another convict named Ghunna, the convict commander of his working party. He also assaulted three officials: The threat or actuality of the beating of a convict on the flogging triangle, or his last drop on the scaffold, were theatrical performances where power relations were consolidated. 78 Moreover, convicts themselves were absorbed into this ritual of punishment and, on occasion, resistance. When Mukkum Singh was flogged, three of his fellow convicts were made to hold the triangle's stabilising ropes. 79 When another convict was taken to be flogged in the Tenasserim Provinces, he resisted being put in the stocks, and four other convicts attempted to rescue him from the triangle. 
